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Dear IM. and Js, 

I anticipate that wha.t is now assujnine; the cliaracter of a I'lYTiraos campiagn against 
me, probably not an norsonal as against i?RAiffl-UP, i.dJ.1 not without effort facilitate 
your p#r, efforts c behalf# However, with Kaplan at Stanford and Ms USIA effort, 
there is a local at- » .aid tlie basis of the entire attack against mo is fraudulent and 

the grossest error# ijy enclosed letter to Leonard is not at all inclusive# I restricted it 
to tMs length on tlie theory tiiat tils is about as long as the underground papers have 
any chance of using# I also assume that especially with the clear history Mth and before 
Kraplan, was with Bpstein^s attacks on me Untirely unr=:>lated to his poor job vs Garrison), 
there is no chance the fimes Td.ll use anything# They a case against Kaplan when tliey elected 
these Wolff lies# 

Unfortunately, we 1. ck facilities and finds, for I think a suit a;^inst tlie Times in 
that jurisdiction might roach a more receptive audience becaiAse Kaplan is local and because 
ofMs official propagandizing in the Angela Davis case# But aiiong the impossibilitiGs tliis 
would moan, even if a lai^Tyer like Bob Tru.ehaft coifLd be interested, is the cost of Diy 
cross-country travel# 

Malice, the current libel requirement (and I supixise damages are separate), can be 
met in tMs case, I think# 

I expect no help, not even hand-liolding, fro^u the publiiihers. 

If Jiui Eason can sit still and silent idth this, it ^dll be one of i)iy larger disap-* 
pointraents,. and I have a:-, exrjenaive inventory# 

Soon 1*11 be known as the country’s most litiginous laymaxt-laTTyer# X have the 
Baltir.ioro fodoi^al attorney du.'^ here V/ednesday on iny old daiiiage suit against the govern?-^ 
meat# Thursday I go to Wilmington for a hearing on defendant’s motion to dismiss based on 
a conti.’ived aliegatioa of ncn?-compliance with procedures (l .did# as the couid; personnel 
acknolwedged) . This will be ITriday a.nu, after wMch 1*11 return# Tlien tlie big one for the 
moment, my argunuant in coiart and so very al.one in my suit for the olothjjig pictures, 6/15, 
Tfith what I assume \dJLl bo ample DJ preparation# It is on their motion to dismiss# The 
recox'd is already longer than a long book, and 1*11 have to familiarize myself with that 
again, and tlie regulations, etc. i'md see if there is anything I can do to press perjury 
charges I*ve alx\iady filed as part of tMs action# I*ve not pressed for hearing, as I could 
have beginning ^16, out of consideration of the largo volume of papers 1 gave tho judge 
and not to annoy him# Also in tho hox)o tliat given time tho DJ would find rope# To tMs 
moraent they liaven’t# Were I a lawyer, I*d be without doubt of the outcome* i\nd, with all 
the o-ijier things, tMs is rough on my nerves# I don’t know when tMs will reach you, but 
aside from Jim, Owen Spann always treated mo well# See if you can get past Ms producer# 
Maybe Harv will help# Lee Rashall woixld have, I’m sure, but he has been sick# V/ao last 
time I tried to phone liim, maybe six TOeks ago# To tMs moment not one of thoso I*ve 

long considered close friends on the west coast has aired a tiling about tMs book, wMch 

is, I tliinlc a reflection of the Nixonr-Agiiew-J-litchell-KLoindlonst changes# Repression# Fceir# 
SeJfiQ here# A.sido from one show to Texas by phono and a Bacifica taping, I’ve liad attention 
in Bew York only# 

I exject to liavo copies for bo'bh of you# One is to be coyded for PH and sent later# 

If you know any of the Stanford students, ./here there seems to be ferment, I’d lilce to 

hear frora tiiem, especially if they have a student station, as many schools do# I think a 

fiiend in MC roay approach Liberation Hews, possibly the Pi’eep, wMoh lias always boycotted 
me, never pdd for the boolcs they bought, and refused to answer dunning letters# I sure 
get it from both ends I 


Thanks for trvin^. ^est to all. 


